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Detailed Action 

This Office Action is in response to the application filed April 12, 2004 

Claim Objections 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 49-52, 54-57, 59-62 and 64-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ebisawa et al. (US 6, 284, 342 Bl) in view of Al-Dahoudi et al. (Transparent 
conduction, anti-static and anti-static-anti-glare coatings on plastic substrates, Thin Solid Films 
392 pg. 299-304, 2001). 

In re claims 49-51 and 54-56, Ebisawa et al. teach a display panel (display assembly) in 
column 1 line 3. Ebisawa et al. further teach in Fig. 1 a display panel comprising a first substrate 
(1); an organic light emitting element over the first substrate (4); and a second substrate (sealing 
member) (3) which is translucent, the second substrate is bonded to the first substrate through a 
layer having adhesion. 

Ebisawa et al. do not teach a minute unevennesses are formed on a surface of the second 
substrate. 
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Al-Dahoudi et al teach on page 303 and anti-glare coating with a height variation (minute 
unevennessess) and a height of the variation, of +/-0.4 micrometer and the spacing between 
convex portions of the minute unevennesses is 0.2 micrometer. 

In Fig. 1 1, Al-Dahoudi et al show the optical effect of such coatings reduces the problem 
of glare of an object placed in front of the substrate coated with such substance. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
limitations taught in Al-Dahoudi et al with the limitations taught in Ebisawa et al. to reduce the 
problem of glare, i.e. reflections at the surface. 

In addition, in regards to the numerical* limitations, the subject matter as a whole would 
have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to select 
the portion of the prior art's range of variation and spacing, as taught by Al-Dahoudi et al which 
is within the range of applicant's claims, because it has been held to be obvious to select a value 
in a known range by optimization for the best results, and would be an unpatentable 
modification, where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, it is not 
inventive to discover the optimum or workable ranges by routine experimentation". In Re Alter 
104 USPQ 233,255 (CCPA 1955); In re Waite 11 USPQ 586 (CCPA 1948); In Re Swanson 56 
USPQ 372 (CCPA 1 942); In Re Sola IS USPQ 433 (CCPA 1935); and In Re Dreyfus 24 USPQ 
52 (CCPA 1934). 

In re claims 52 and 57, in addition to the elements cited above with respect to claim 49 
and 54, in column 13, line 65, Ebisawa et al. teach that the light emitting device was fabricated 
on a glass substrate; and in column 4 lines 32-34, Ebisawa et al. further teach that the second 
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substrate (seal plate) can be made of such material as glass with glass being preferred. The 
claims are rejected based on the reason given in the prior rejection of claims 49 and 54. 

In re claims 59-61 and 64-66, in addition to the elements cited above with respect to 
claim 49 and 54, Ebisawa et al. disclose in Fig. 1 wherein a surface of the second substrate 
opposing the first substrate comprises a first thickness at a first region (extensions of sealing 
member (3)) and a second thickness at a second region (the middle of the sealing member (3)), 
the first region is adhered with the layer having adhesion, and the second region is located inside 
the first region and concaved relative to the first region. The claims are rejected based on the 
reason given in the prior rejection of claims 49 and 54. 

In re claims 62 and 67, in addition to the elements cited above with respect to claim 59 
and 64, in column 13, line 65, Ebisawa et al. teach that the light emitting device was fabricated 
on a glass substrate and in column 4 lines 32-34, Ebisawa et al. further teach that the second 
substrate (seal plate) can be made of such material as glass with glass being preferred. The 
claims are rejected based on the reason given in the prior rejection of claims 49 and 54. 

Claims 53, 58, 63 and 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ebisawa et al. (US 6, 284, 342 Bl) in view of Al-Dahoudi et al. (Transparent conduction, anti- 
static and anti-static-anti-glare coatings on plastic substrates, Thin Solid Films 392 pg. 299-304, 
2001) in further view of Burns (5,783,464). 

In re claims 53, and 63, Ebisawa et al. and Fujimoto disclose all of the features of claims 
49 and 54. 
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Ebisawa et al. and Fujimoto do not disclose a thickness of the layer having adhesion is 10 
micrometers or less. 

Burns teaches in column 4, lines 22-23 a layer having adhesion, i.e. a thin adhesive, with 
a thickness of 0.3 mils- 7.6 micrometers. 

The subject matter as a whole would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to select the portion of the prior art's range of variation and 
spacing, as taught by Al-Dahoudi et al which is within the range of applicant's claims, because it 
has been held to be obvious to select a value in a known range by optimization for the best 
results, and would be an unpatentable modification, where the general conditions of a claim are 
disclosed in the prior art, it is not inventive to discover the optimum or workable ranges by 
routine experimentation" In Re Alter 104 USPQ 233,255 (CCPA 1955); In re Waite 11 USPQ 
586 (CCPA 1948); In Re Swanson 56 USPQ 372 (CCPA 1942); In Re Sola 25 USPQ 433 
(CCPA 1935); and In Re Dreyfus 24 USPQ 52 (CCPA 1934). 

In re claims 63, and 68, Ebisawa et al. and Fujimoto disclose all of the features of claims 
59 and 64. 

Ebisawa et al. and Fujimoto do not disclose a thickness of the layer having adhesion is 10 
micrometers or less. 

Burns teaches in column 4, lines 22-23 a layer having adhesion, i.e. a thin adhesive, with 
a thickness of 0.3 mils— ~7.6 micrometers. 

The subject matter as a whole would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to select the portion of the prior art's range of variation and 
spacing, as taught by Al-Dahoudi et al which is within the range of applicant's claims, because it 
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has been held to be obvious to select a value in a known range by optimization for the best 
results, and would be an unpatentable modification, where the general conditions of a claim are 
disclosed in the prior art, it is not inventive to discover the optimum or workable ranges by 
routine experimentation". In Re Alter 104 USPQ 233,255 (CCPA 1955); In re Waite 11 USPQ 
586(CCPA 1948); In Re Swanson 56 USPQ 372 (CCPA 1942); In Re Sola 25 USPQ 433 
(CCPA 1935); and In Re Dreyfus 24 USPQ 52 (CCPA 1934). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 69 and 74 are allowable. 

The following is examiner's statement of reason for allowance: 

In re claims 69 and 74, Ebisawa et al. teach a display panel (display assembly) column 1 
line 3. Ebisawa et al. further teach in Fig. 1 a display panel comprising a first substrate (1); an 
organic light emitting element over the first substrate (4); a second substrate (sealing member) 
(3) which is translucent, the second substrate is bonded to the first substrate through a layer 
having adhesion; a surface of the second substrate opposing the first substrate comprises a first 
region, and a second region, the first region is adhered with the layer having adhesion, the 
second region is located inside the first region and concaved relative to the first region. 

Ebisawa et al. do not teach a minute unevennesses formed on a surface of the second 
substrate; and a third region that is located inside the second region and concaved relative to the 
second region, and wherein a dry agent is provided in the third region. 
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Al-Dahoudi et al teach on page 303 and anti-glare coating with a height of the minute 
unevennesses, i.e. a height variation. 

Al-Dahoudi et al do not teach a third region that is located inside the second region and 
concaved relative to the second region, and wherein a dry agent is provided in the third region. 
No motivation to alter the reference to achieve the claimed invention was found in the prior art 
or was known by one or ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Juan White whose telephone number is 571-270-1232. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 - 5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zandra Smith can be reached on 571-272-2429. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated . 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. <r - 



Conclusion 




MichaelTrlnh 
Primary Examiner 
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